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"+ Day classes were surveyed with a total N=586.

«

INTRODUCTION
) \_,1

-

. This report presents and analyzes data gathered as one part of a

multl-phase multi-method, ,comprehensive study of several aspects of the
t
~N
House Plan.
i : - - !
. "‘ * *
At the begiming of February, 1976, a survey was taken of all students

.

new to Cypress this semester. New students at Cypress who are registered
for 6 units of more are required to enroll in either Guidance 40 (Introduc-

. ' » . _
tion to Coll ge) or an alternate course for which they can receive Guidance

3

L0 credit, such as Guidance 48 (Women and Careers). Both Day and Extended

»

-
“ . 5
)

A questionneaire designed specifi€ally to elicit information on
(l)*studegts‘ general knowledde of House facts, such as the name of their

fiouse &nd the name of their House Advisor and, (2) students'’ general involve-

.

ment in campus life, was adminispergd’in either the first or second class

meeting of the Guidance 40 (or alternate) classés{\’}n some but not all of

? .
these classes, a follow-up survey was done at the last meeting of the

\\ -
classes; Research heport #2 will present these comparative data.
- . - * . ~

- K . < 4

Ih summary, this report in concerned with charsacteristics of new students

P
]

as they Qere in theif first or second week of: college life. -\

~

“




A

THE CONCERT OF THE HOUSE . ’

-~

3

Bigness in education has the .advantages of‘efficiency and
economy, but also its disadvanfages -- the greatest of whfch is
the tendency of the student to'becoﬁe indistinguishable and

ost.'" Breaking up the bigness into more educati%e, maaageable

and dQciologically acceptable groups is the essence of the House

‘Pian. - -)j I S a

Archite-tura1~response: — J *
v - - ' ’ ~

A, Each) House, serving from 400 to 1000 students, will
! * be Jocated at g pedestrian node.

-

fach House has its own ccnvenieqtly loc'ted parking areas.

2

C. The House is a place where (1) stui’nt meets student,
(2) professor meet professor, apd even more important;
(3) st t meets professor in an informal, relaxed

atmosp . i - .
: ) R

D. Spaces within the House con31st \of student- faculty
lounge, seminars, snack bar-kltchen Iibrary, carrels,
student officers' office, offices for faculty
associates and counselors,.terraces,’ .

. E. The House permits more personalized student services.

Y

w

. , - .*sq

k4




~-STATISTICAL SUMMARY

. Reported Hoyse Membership
: \

1. Day classes (N=458)

- Binstein: 58"

- Bernstein: s
Muir-Twaln; 78
~Carnegie . 107

® Edison: . 80
>.Schweitzer 29
Thorpe: 13
Don't know L5
Other Answer. 3

Night classes (N=128)

9.37% of 128)
0.78% of 128)
14.8L4% of 128)
17.19% of"128) .
9.38% of 128) -

Einsteifs-*= ° 12 ¢
Bernstein *- 1 (
Muir-Twain 19- (
(1
(

Carnegies. ™ 22
Edison: 12
Schweitzer: 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Thorpe: " .2 ("1.56% of 128)
Don't know L5 (35.16% of 128)
(1.
100.

&

Otrrer Answer _10 81% of 128)
128 . 00%

0

Al1°C148Ses  (N=586)

O :\‘;? ) ‘
Einstein: 70 ( 1.

y Berngtein: %6 ( 7.85% of 586)
Muif-Twain: 97: (16.55% of 586)
Carnegie: 129 ¢ {22.01% of 586
Edison: 92 (15.70% of 586)
Schweitzer:* 3k ( 5.80% of 586)
Thorpe: ° 15 ( 2 56% of 586)
Don't know 90 - (15.36% of 586) °
Other Answer 13 ( 2722% oi.586)

586  100.00%

1 95% of 586)




.

“II. Reported counselors, Day classes only (N=L58)

458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
458)
of 458)
 of L458) .
of L458)
8.52% of Ls58)
3.93% ot 458) ,
(11.35% of 458)
( 2.62% of L458)

—~~

Beamer 48
Beamer/Tyrrell 12
Bilyeu 30 -,
Chew 19
McDermott 42
Melom 36 -
Nordee 30
Page 37
Parmenter - 2L
Rossier .27
Spaulding .32
Tyrrell 39
Woodington, "18
wn POt know 52
Other Answer . 12
458

>

III. Students' knowledge of
(N=L58)

Einstein
Correct angwer

s e

Incorrect answer
SNREHIIRAATT

-
a

Bernstein
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

—

Muir-Twain -
Correct answer
* Incorrect answer

Carnegie .,

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Edison
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

100.00%

House Advisors, by

3 (5.17% of
5

(94.83% of
100.00

5
58

20 (4h.44% o
25 (55.56% of

I T 1097002

-

1 (1.30% of

77 (98.7047BF

78 100.00

60 - (56.07% of
47, (43.93% of
- 107 100.00%

0o - ¢ o.oo%dg;
80 (100.00% jOf
80 " 100.

House. Day classes only.

reported House membership) ...s

reported House

reported‘House
reported House

\ ]

reported House
reported House

reported House
reported House

reported House
»eported House

membership)

-

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

k]




Schweitzer
Correct answer

Incorrect answer

Thotpe
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

-

Students'
(N=U58)

Einstein
Lorrect answver
Incorrect answer

Bernstein
Correct gnswer
Incorrect answer

Muir-T#ain - .
. Correct swer

Incorrect answer

-

Carnegie '

Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Edison
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Schweft zer
Correct answer
Incorrect answer

Thong

« 0
3

.78 {100.

2

%

100.00%

1
13 7100.00%

knowledge of House Presidents,

(18.97% of

8]

5 (11.11% of
4% (88.89% of

-§5  100.00%

0 (0.00% or
T8  100.00%

Y

59  (55.1L% of
48  (44.86% of

107 100.00%

0 (.0.00% of
80 (100.00% of

0 ( 0.00% of

(100.00%" of reported

( 0.00% of reported Ho
(100.00% ‘of reported House membership)

by House.

reported :
T reported H

reported

reported H

reported

reported H

reported
reported

reported

At the time the survey was taken,Thorpe House
‘elected House officers.

3.

1 ( 3.45% of reported House membership)
8 (_96.55% of reported House membership)

e membership)

!

.classes only.

membershi
hi

D
membership

)
)

membership)
membership)

membeﬁship)
membership)

¢

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

membership)
membership)

had not yet




. V. Reported number of hours per week warked.

1. Day classes (N=458) -
0-5 hours per week 20L

(bk.54% of-458)
'6~10 hours per week 10 ( 2.18% of 458)
11-15 hours pefr week 19 ( 4.15% of L58)
16-20 hours per week 65 (14.19% or 458)
21-25 hours per week ) 4o ( 8.73% of 458)
26-30 hours per week . 33 ( 7.20% of 458)
31-35 hours per week 17 ( 3.71% of 458)
36-40 hours per week 4k ( 9.61% of 458)
41-45 hours per week 3 ( 0.66% of 458)
46-50 hours per week .9 ( 1.97% of 458)
51-55 hours per week .0 ( 0.00% of L58)
56+ hours per week 3 ( 0.66% of 458)
Housewife 6 ( 1.31% of 4¥58)
Hougs per week vary -5 ((1.09% of 458)

© LS8 100.00

2. Night classes (N=128)

0-5 hours per week 31 1 (24.22% of 128)
6-10 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
* 11-15 hours per week 1, ( 9.78% of 128)
16-20 hours per week 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
21-25 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
26-30"hours per week 1 ( 8.59% of 128)
31-35 hours per week 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
, 36-40 hours per week 56 (43.75% of 128)
TI-E% hours per week A L ( 3.12% of 128)
46-50 hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
51-55 hours per week 1 *( 0.78% of 128)
56+ hours per week 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Housewife 0 ( 0.00% of 128)
" Hours per week vary 0 ( 0.00% of 128)

\ 128 160.00

3. All classes (N=586) .
0-5 hours per week .23 (40.10% of 586),
6~10 hours per week - - ( 2.56% of 586)
11-15 hours per week 20 ~( 3.41% of 586)
16-20 hours per week 67 (11.%3% of 586)
21-25 hours per week . s ( 7.68% of 586)
26-30 hours per week Lk ( 7.51% of 586)
31-35 hours per week ~ 19 ( 3.24% of 586)
a 36-40 hours per week 100 ¢ (17.06% of 586)
41-45 hours per week TTY ( 1.20% 86)
46~50 hours per week 1k ( 2.40% of 586)
* 51255 hours per week 1 —( 0.17% of 586)
56+ hours per week 8 ( 1.37% of 586)
P Housewife - 6 E 1.02; of sggg
‘ Hours per week vary -5 0.85% of S
' 7 ' 586 100.00%

¢
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Repo rt%d numper of hours in class or labs per week.
11 .

l'

. . All classes

D classes

1- B hours per
-8 nours per
7-9 hours per

10-32 hours per’
13-15 hours per:

16-18 hours per
19-21 hours per
2o+ | hours per
‘No answer
Excessive total
reported*

-

Night -classes

1-3 hours per

L-6 hours per

7-9 hours per
10-12 hours per
13-15 hours per
16~18  hours per
19~21 hours per
22+ hours per
No enswer
Excessive total

reported*

(N-hSS)

week 5
week ‘ 29
week 30
wveek . 70
week 90

week 89
week' - . Tk
week ’ 37
s 10

hours
2L
2

(n%e&) :

week I
week 10
week 27
week 43
week 27
week 8
week )
week 3
0

hours
1
128

1.09% of 4s58)
6.33% of L458)
6.55% of L458)
5.28% of Ls8)
9.66% of L58
9
6
8
2

3.12% of 128
7.83% of 128
1.09% of 128
3.59% of 128
1.09% of 128
6.25% of 128
3.91% of 128
2.34% of 128
0.00% of 128

. .
e N e e N e N e

( 0.78% of 128)
100.00%

“* See page 119 of this report for ‘explanation.

1-3 hours per
4-6 hours per
7-9 hours per
10-12 hours per
13~15 hours per
16-18 hours per
19-21 hours per
22+ hours per
No answver

Excessive total

reported®

2

(N=586)

week .9
week 39
week ST
113 -

week
week

week
week
week
o 10
hoq;z///
25
586
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VII. Reported number of hours on campus aside from class or lab hoqfs\

» P

1.. Day classes (N=458)-+" SR ’
0-1.9 hours per week 187 (40.83% of us8) . - *
2-3.9 hours per week 102 (22.27% of 458)
4~5.9 hours per week 57 (12.44% of 458)
6-7.9 hours per week 36 ( 7.86% of 4s8) A
8-9.9 hours per week 19 ( 4.15% of 458)." ‘
10-11.9 hours'.per week 7 ( 1.53% of 458) o
12-13.9 hours per: week 2 ( 0.44% of L4s58)
14-15.9 hours per week T ( 0.22% of 458) N Y
No cl4ss hours reported* 10 ( 2.18% of 458)
Excesgive total hours ‘ . . ’
reported* ' 16 “ ( 3.49% or 458) .
Misread question* 21 ( 4.59% of 458) '
L58 100.00% )
2. Night classes (N=128) "
- 0-1.9 hours per week- 86 67.19% of 128)
2-3.9 hours per week .23 17.97% of 128)
4-5.9 hours per week : 8 6.25% of 128)

.56% of 128)
.78% of 128) _ :
.00% of 128) '

6-7.9 hours per week 1
0
0
0.00% of 128)
0
0

8-9.9 hours per week -

10-11.9 hours per week
¢ 12=13.9 hours per week

14-15.9 hours per week

1l

0

0

0 .00% of 128)
No class hours reported* 0
3
2

.00% of 128)

: Excessive total hours
reported* *( 2.34% of 128) .
‘ ‘ ) Misread question® , ( 3.91% of 128) R
- 128 : 1oo.oo%_ ' |
/ ) ) ) . N -
ﬂ/,//"“’//l// 3. All classes (N=586) . ,
0-1.9 hours per week - 273 (46.59% of 586) .
. 2-3.9 hours per week 125 *  (21.33% of 586)
4-5.9 hours per week 65 , (11.09% of 586) i
6-7.9 hours per week 38 ( 6.49% of 586) . /
8-9.9 hours per week 20 ( 3.41% of 586) g ’ ‘
10-11.9 hours per week 7 | & 1.19% of 586) | - §
12-13.9 hours per week 2 - [ 0.35% of 586) l o \
14-15.9 hours per week 1 ( 0.17% of 586) 1. : &
No' class hours reported* 10 - ( 1.71% of 586) J X .
* Excessive total hours " | ' J
reported* 19 I ( 3.24% or 586) | - T
Misread question* - 26 P, ( 4.44% of 586) ')

N | ‘ . 586 100.00% S "

' . ’ = ‘ (
- * See page¥126 of'/this report for explanation.
| ' ' R . ! N . N
A} 1 8 s . °

N
/N

; L




7.
’ VIII. Students' reports of where they ate lunch'over a one-week period.

1. Day classes (N=458) . :

.
’

. Own House at least once 83" (18.12% of 458)
Other House at least once . 36 ( 7.86% of L458)
§ Off campus o 214 (46.73% of L58)
Didn"t eat lunch* . 125 (27.29% of 453)

L[58 100.00% ;

L3

2. Night classes (N=128)

On campus at least once 11 ( 8.59% of 128)
. Off campus ° , 68 . (49.22% of 128)
Didn't eat lunch* 1y (42:19% of 128)

- 128 ‘100.00%

3. "All classes (N=586) "

. On campus at least once 130 (22.18% of 586)
Off campus L 277 (4T7.27% of 586)
Didn't eat lunch* 179 ._(30.55% of 586)

. 586 100.00%

’ /
IX. Reported participation in extra-curricular activities over a
one-week period. .

. . - N 3 '
; ; ’ \;?f”:ﬁ
. Day classes (.N=h58) 5

Yo activitieL . 4lé > (91.26% of L4s58)
1 activity - 30  ( 6.55% of 458)
2 activities 8 ( 1.75% of 458)
3 activities 2 (.0.44% of Ls58)
§§E 100.00% ’

L 2. Night classes  (N=128)
,y‘ No activities . 126 * 7 (98.44% of 128)
i "y 1 activity o Z 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
4 2 actiyities 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
) . 3 activities 0 ( 0.00% of 128)

N _ 128 100.00
‘ 4 d
. . ) . 1 g‘
' 3. All classes (N=586)
E - No activities . © 544 (92.83% of 586)
71 activity 31 ( 5.29% of 586)
.2 ‘ 2 activities ‘ 9 ( 1.54% of 586)
o 3 activities 2" ( 0.34% of 586)
; 586 100.0C

il * Zee pége 161 of this report for explanation.
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1. House Membership

.
[

€ [

) Studéqté'were asked to name the House to which they were assigned b&

‘the question "The namé%ofxthe House I belong to is " The

.

rStaPiétical Summary on page 1 shows House membership as elicited by this

ngstion. Figurgs 1-3 display the.data in graph‘formz Of interest is”
the fact that in the day classes, 9.83% of.the séudents éiéherflef% the
regpon?e space blank, or put a question mark there. In a 'few cases,
stu@entsmwfote in such thipgs as "I forgot." 1In two cases, students
listed"%’or b Houses; apparently éh*y wede listing éll the Houses in which
they have classes. (These were scored as "Don't know."). In the extended
day classes, 35.16% of the students eiéher left the reaponse space blank.
or pué a quesfion mark there. The\difference in the,day;class pefcentage
end the exﬁendea day percentage is of course to be angcted by‘virtue of
the fact that extended day students are not assigned to Houses. Wﬁat is
of further interest is fthat in the extended day classes, 57.0L% of the
students reported thgt they were assigned to a House, which inaicates that
day students taﬁe extended day classes. iﬁe converse is also true; the
"Other answers" category for the day clasées includés such responses as
"Noﬁe ~-. I am a night student.”, and 2 such responées‘EE;ped up in the

éay class popul;:ion;l . o
= ' - ] .

In the extended day élassqs, a distinction was made between those
students who either left the response space blank or put a questiénJmark
and thbpe who ;roté in éomething such as "I'm a night student" or '

: B KT

©

1The "other answer" category for the day classes also includes 2
irrelevant answers which apparently stemmed from the students' mis-
reading of the question.

1

~

.

20




-

> N - .
. "ot applicable."” - The former, were coded as "Don't know" Whlle the -

N '

latter were coded as "Otherx" This distlnction was made because of the).

possibility that those extended day students who vrote in re3ponse% such

as "Night student" or "Not applicable" were thereby d1splaying knowledge
- . of .the Houge Plan and the realization that as an extended day etudeﬂt

they were not assigned to a House, while those students wHo left the
/
- \ﬂresponse space blank or put a question mark oss1bll may not even be
avare of what the House Plan is aﬁd vhether or not they are a part of it.

While this d1stlnct10n was made, the reader 1s"honethe1ess caut1oned that®
“y

this distinction is mers €ly a hypothesis.? o ) -

| . ‘ -

v AY

There.was slight indication that in some students' minds, the

. .. concept.of "Hoyse" is identified with the concept of "Division";‘32

sy

‘ students in th ent1re population (N—586) answered the House membershlp

Question’with [the name of a Division. . \
L

4

-

- %
With respect to the significange of the fact that 9.83% of tde day
students were not able to name the House to Whlch they had*teen assigned,
it should&be noted that a student s ability to name his or her House may

not necessarily be related to partic1pation in campus life, and that a

&

( student's insbility . to name his or her House may not mean that he or
. . . ¢
shesdoes not participate in campus life. These will be examined if 7

later sections of this report. ’ . . T '

‘ ot R L T
2This hypothesis will be tested and results reported in e later repoit. A

|
- h 4,

VI . s

ot \

‘Ao e,

. - . 37//
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2. Counselors

Students were asked to name their counselors by the question "The’
name of my counselor is ." The Statistiéal‘Summary on page 2

\Fhovs the day students' reports of who their counselors are as elicited by

T gy

Y I3}
this question. If students left the response space blénk, or if they put a

-

question mark there, or if they named a ﬁerson vho does not have counselees,

such as Cifelli, then these answers were coded es "Don't know." In the

’

"Other" category were included such responses as "None .- night student",

11 .
Not appliceble,” and S students whe reported that they were counselees of

.

Ray Solano.

In the extended day classes, students reported their counselq<; es

follows: (H=128)

o~ . 1

Beamer 5 ( 3.91% of 128)
Bilyeu 3 ( 2.34% of 128)
Chew 3 ( 2.34% of 128) ]
McDermott L ( 3.12% of 128)
. Melom 3 ( 2.34% or 128)
’ __ Nordee 3 ( 2.34% of 128)
| Page 8+ (6.25% of 128)
: Parmenter 64 ( 4.69% or 128) :
Rossier 1! ( 0.78% of 128) e
Spaulding 2 ( 1.56% of 128)
Tyrrell 6 ( 4.69% of 128)
Woodington 1 ( 0.78% of 128)
Beles 3. +..(.2.34% of 128) .
+2_0r blank 69 (33.91% Of 128) >
None or N/A 9  ( 7.03% of 128) '
Other 2 ( 1.56% of 128)

For the extended day classes, these repor;ed figures may include both of
the following categories of students: (1) day students who are taking
Guidance 40 as an extended day class in order to fit into their work
schedule or school schg@ule (2) extended ‘day students who are not assigned

a counselor in the same manner as are the day?students, but who, thkrough




g 1k,
contagt with counselors, perceive those persons as being their counselors and
therefore report them as their counselors. The "None or not applicable"

category should/probably be combined with fhe "Don't know or blank" category,

s A
since both these categories reflect that théT;;ﬁdent did not know a,counselor

o

by name whom he could list as possibly being his counselor; however, these

categories have been reported separately because of the possibility that
those ans4ering "None or Not applicable" realize that as extended dey

{
_students, they are not assigned e counselor, while those responding with

@ question mark or a blank response space may not realize that they are not

assigned s counselor.3

3This distinction is merely a possibility and shouldn't be construed as
& finding. ‘

2T




3. House Advisors .

Stygents were asked to name their House Advisor through the question

"The nameiof my House Advisor is ’ ." The Statistical Summa%y

on pages 2-3 shows the percentaggs of day students who were sable to

correctly name their House Advisors, broken down by House. Although the
Summary shows that Carnegie House had the largest percénfage of studeﬁt;
correctly naming the House Advisor, this (and all the other percentages)
should be interpreted with extreme caution, by virtue of the following:

’Part of the material covered in Guidance 40 classes concerns House Advisors,v
and- since different Guidance 40 classes covered this material at different
times during the course, the percentages of incorrect responses may merely
reflect that students in particuler Guidance U0 classes had not yet learned
tha£ material at the time the survey was tageg. For this reason, low

»
percentages of correct responses should not be construed as Houses' failure

v

. to make contact with students, or as students' lack of interest in the

House Plan or campus life or whatever; rather the low peréentages of
correct responses should at this point be interpreted merely as an indicator

of what had been taught in the Guidance 40 classes at the time the survey

°

Svas taken., The follow—up'éurveys of these new students will give a much
LY

more accurate picture with respect to this qﬁestion.

For all déy classes combined, the percentages of, correct and incorrect

-.
<

respqnses are as follows:

~

Corr®ct 85 (18.56% of 458)

Incorrect - 325 (70.96% of 458)
House unknown 48 (10.48% of L58)
558 100.00%
37 .

e
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Figure k4 shows the percentages in graph form. Again, these percenteges
. ! ‘!
should be interpreted with extreme caution for the reasons listed above;

the follow-up survey of thqée new students will yield figures whith will

more accurately reflect students' knowledge of House Advisors.

+
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foll :

responses are as follows: P ‘~ h
Correct.- 5 (16.38% of 458) ,
Incorrect 322 , (70.30% of 458) _
House nown ‘48 (10.48% ofr L4s8) .
Thorpe Hdusel 13 .. ( 2.84% of 4s58) < .

58 100.60%
. Figure 5 shows this in graph form. ~ ° /

L ) . ¥ L
N - . §.‘
. 4 ,
t ) 18.
4. House Presidents Lo

v

. :
. Students wered;Eked to name their House\giesidents through the

Question “pe name of my House President is © - . ! The '

—

Statlstlcal Summary on page 3 shows/;he percentages’bf correct and gncorrect ®
t’of‘ ® A
responses broken down by House. As was the case with the House Advisors, oL

3

these perfentages, should be interpreted with extreme caution. At the time
the survey was taken, some Guidance AO classes had already had the House
Presidents come into the class apd.introduce themselves t0 the class; but
otker Guidance 4O classes did not do that until sfter the.suf;exﬂwas taken,
The percentages, therefore, should:again at this point be interpreted as
merely an indicator of which House Presidents had already spoken to certain

classes. Again, the follow-up $urveys of these new students will give a

much more accurate picture with respect to this question.

“~

For responses to both the question on ﬁouse Presidents and House .
) @
Advisors, both first names end/or last names were accepted as correct;:

i.e., it wasnot req&d that students be able to list thé Advisor or

—
President by full name. In. one case, a student responded, "I don't. know —

5o N ' -

her name, but I knaw her when I se€ her," and this. was coded as & correct

K

respqgnse. \ ¢ ' *\\(

For ell day clasi*s cofsined, the peréénfeges of correct and incorrec}
’ . = *

Mfhorpe House had not elected Officers at the time ‘the survey was taken.

4 <«
s

.
ar
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5. Reported Hours Worked per Week

¢

Students were asked td indicate how meny hours per wee's they work

by the question "I work . hours every week on ? job:outside_
of school." The Statistical Summary on page 4 shows hours worked per week
as elicited ny this question. Fignies 6, 7; and 8 show these percentages
in graph\form. Of interest are the‘differences between theaday classes‘
and extended day with respect to the shapes of the frequency polygons,

the curve for the day c1asses (figure 6) is sharply skewed!io the left,
while the,curve for the extended day classes (figure 7)‘has.its mode at
35-40 hoursAper week. These d;fferences’illustrate_the differences between
day and extended day students with respect to number of hours per week
worked; .fewer day students work ‘than naght students, and they work fewer
hours, whereas the tendency for night students is to-work 40 hours per
week, if they do work., This difference may be more dramatically 4Ilus-
trated Yy comparing the. cumulative percentage ‘curves for day and extended
day classes in figures 9 and 10 note that the ‘curve for the day classes
“starts at hh Sh% (i ess Ly, Sh% of day students work bgtween 0-5 hours

per week) and thereafter risev.gradually and more’ or less steadily. In:
contrast, the cumulative percentage cupve for the extended day classes
starts at a much lower percentage (24.22%) and thereafter rises gradually
until the 35~h0 hours per week category, at whichqpoint it rises sharply.

r

?
.

of further inferest with respect to differences between day and

extended day students is the fact that when day students do work they are

-

more likély to work 15—20~hours perg::ek rather than k0 hours per week,

.

Figure § illustrates this. In contrs t, very few extended day students

work 15-20 hours per wéek; if they ‘do work. It is much more likely to be




£

polygon is tri-modal, with

x

21' )

e

’PO hours per week. Figure T illustrates this. That is, the most
L '

"popular" number of hours per week to work for those day students who

do work is between 15-20, i.e., half-time, while the great majority of

those extended day students who work work full<fime.

L]

Figures 8 and 11 show the percentages of hours worked per week for

polygon and as cumilative percentages, res-

a general picture of all new students; ¢he .
S

the highest mode at O hours per week, the

all classes in a ffequéncy
pectively. Figure 8 gives
<

lowest ﬁodg at 15-20 hours per week, and the middle mode at 35-40 hours

per week. _

s

Arithmetic means were
t .

?

algo taken of number of- hours per week worked:s

Day classes: M=1L4.523 - .
Extended Day classes: M=28.32
All classes: M=1T7.527 -

These figures should probably not be interpreted as the "average" number

of hours per week worked by students because of (1) the skewedness of

6

the distributions and (2) the extrefiely large standard deviatiens. What

. .o

can be gleaned from the arithmetic means are the diffe{enaes between day

4

and extended day

students

-

-

[}

with respect to number of hours per week worked.

.
N\

The differences which have been pointed out between day and extended

\

day classes are interesting when examined in the light of the registrar's

figures on age differences bétween day and extended day students.__The

i)

-

SThese means were cdmputed from raw, ungrouped data, not‘Trom'phe\groubed
data as presented in the Statistical Summary.

6Mean standard déviations for number of hours per week worked as as follows:

Day classeB, . 8=16.52
Extended Day classeb s=15.43
A1l ‘classeg " 8=15.64 .

» -
v 0 }

- o] 2
L :}fi
Es 0 .
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Records Office Bulletin No. 21, dated February 23, 1976; shows that

the gpodal age for day students is the oategory 18-20, with the next highest

-

point in the category 21—21&, in contrast the modal age for the extended

day students is the category 25-3h, with the next highest point in the

category 35;49.7 The picture #hich is gradually evolvingléfnt is at this

L

time 1ncomplete) is that there may be significant- differences between the

day student p0pulation and the extended day stident population whiéh in

turn may lead to differences in, for example involvement in campus

¥

activities and identification with the college. These differencés will
- ’ 2
be pointed out throughout this report. - -~ ° s <

»

Note in the Statistical Summary the category "HousewiTe.' This was

t

‘coded separately not because housewives do not in fact work several Hours ,

per week, but because an extensive literature search failed to turn up ..

any findings on the number of hourd\pgx.ykek put in py housewives. -
) N

Estimates in the literature ranged from 40 hours week to 99 hours¢per
% @ a
week, but these were stated clearly as being»eég;zzzis:;gther than the *~

results of research.8 "Housewife' responses were tnenefore coded.teparately

to avoid the introduc¢tion of a possible large error. B ~

) ‘ -

S

TNote that the registrar's figures are for all studen‘b both continuing
dnd new students, while this report contains figures only -of stu%gntsﬂ
new té Cypress this semester.

8Parenthetldally, it is interesting<to note that there does not appear
to be very much research at this time on housewives in the United States.
Very little is known about how many hours they sM¢nd doing housework or
caring for children, what their daily routine comsists of, what their
life-style is like during the day, etc. I:e., there exigfs an entire
subculture.encompassing a large part of +h9 papulation about which very

little is %nown. , ——

%
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6. Reported Number of Hours in class or labs periwee;

.

Students were asked to indicate how many hours per week they spend

in classes or labs by the question "I spend about " °  hours a week

9

at school in classes or labs.", The Statistical Summary on page 5 shows
number of hours per week in class or labs as elicited by this question.

&

It is assumed for purposes of this report that students were reporting

the maximum ppssible number of hours per week spent in classes or labs
ﬂ

rather than the actual although 81nce this survey was taken during either

3

I
the first or second week of the semester, the maximum possible number of

hours is probably close to or identical with the actual hours. That is,
' &\
1t is assumed that whén‘asked this sort of a questlon, students will

»

answer with the maximum number of hours that they shou%d spend in classes

or labs rather than with the actual number of hours that they do spend.

¢

-

Note. in the Statisti¢al Summary the categories "No answer" and

"Excessive total hours reported." . In the former’category, students who

¢

* . .
left the response space blank were reported as giving no answer; -apparently

these students misread the question. In‘the latter category, "Excessive

total hours reported," studem®s were assumed to have overestimated the

‘ number of hours spent in classes or labs if they reported that they worked

a.large number'of hours per week and spent a large number .of extra hours
per week on campus. ¢ That is, there were three questions concerning the
mumber of hours a student spend in various activities (work, hours in
class or labs, ‘ext®a hours on campus), and if a student reponted for
example “that he or she worked 40 hours & week ipent 35 hours a week .in
class or labs, and spent 20 hours a week on campus aside from classes

n P

end labs, it was assumed that this gtudent had overestimated the latter

A}

’ B VRN o

N
» -




-~

" two. The number of hours per week worked was assumed<to be correct by

week they work. Lo E

for the two -groupsy

" 30,

virtue of the fact that people in general know exactly how mapy hours per

« -

a o 5
) , 2

3
And ¢

Figures l2-lh show the reported number of haurs per week spent in - %
classes or labs expressed 88 percentages. The shapes of the frequency

polygons again point up the differences between.students in day classes’_;’ ::3

-

end in extended day<classes. Note that $ne curve for the day clasges is

modgl at 12-15 hours per week, but that the categories 9-12 hours per

i

week and 15-18 hours per week have almost as many responses. In contrast,
the polygon for the extended~day classes is modal at.9-12 hours per week,

and note both the steep rise to that mode and %he shérp drop-off from it.

What this means is that day students are more or less evenly distributed
from 9-18 hours per week while thef/extended day students tend to be

concentrated between 9-12 hours pe week. Ancther measure of the difference

between day and extended day students can be seen in the arithmetic means A

A

Day classes: . M=15.028
Extended day classes: M=11.L2

\

(A.gain these means must be interpreted with caution becausﬂ of slight

"

skeggdness of the curves, although in this case, the 'standard deviations

indicate less dispersion m the meens than was the case with the number

of hours per week wor d.9) These differen§?s>between day and extended

"
1 ’

2 .
day students are emghasized throughout this report because of the possibility

that the two categories may not be comparable with resbect to House Plan P
P .

phenomena. B! . . : E

~

-9Mean standard ‘deviation for hours in olasses and lebs are as follows:

Day classes: - ~ S L.
- Extended day classes:- . ' - o
All classes: . . ', , . -

.
. .
» ? M P .
A% i . se !

BN V2
~Co
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7. Reported‘Nupber”G? Extra'Hours on éampus per‘Week‘

Students were asked'to indigate how'many hours per week they spent
on campus aside froﬁ'class or lab hours throuéh the questron, "I spent '
about hours a week nt ’:chool a.side from the time I spend in

' (
classes or labs." The Statistical Summary on’ page 6 shows number of extra
hours per week spent Oon campus’as elicited by this question. This ques~
tion was coded in conjunction with the Just-prior question "I spent about
hours a week at scho&l in classes or labs." If a student failed

to answer the question about class hours, his or her response to extra
hours on campus was coded’ as "No class hours reported," regardless of what
appeared in the‘response space for extra hours on campus. Eor example:

;.spend gbout __ hours a week at school in classes or labs.

I spend about _,  hours a week at school aside from the time I

) spend in olasEes or labs. \

. Ifa student left the first question blank, then whatever his or her
response was to the second question, this second question was coded as
"No class® hours reported " by virtue of the fact that the student he.d
apparently misread the question. These sorts of responses, in whico no
cIass hours were reported but extra hours on campus may°ﬁave been reported,
are all included in the category "No class hours reported" in the
Statistical Summary Note also in the Statistical Summary the category

"Excessive total hours reported." A response was placed in this category

ir & student reported a‘farge number of hours. per week worked and a large

4 . i
nufzér of hours per week spent-in classes and labs and a large number of

extra houre per week spent on campus. It was assumed that the student
had overestimated the number of‘extra hours spent on campus. Note further

the category "Misread question" in the Statistical Summary. A response

V60




vas placed in this category if a student reported a larger number of

extra hours spent on campus than the number of hours snent in glasses or

10 s y
labs. It was assumed that he or she had read the question "I spend

gbout . » hours a week at sc ool aside from the time I spend in classes
or labs" to mean "I spend abqut _ - total hours a week at school.”

That is, in some cases, students,had apparently added together elass hours
" and extra hours and placed this total in the response space. Because this
is merely an assumption, however, these answers were nonetheless coded

separately.

)

Figures 15-20 show the data for this question in graph form. Figures
l§—17 show the percentages in bar graphs, while figures 18-20 show the data
as frequency polygons. Of interest is the féi% that all curves have nega-

_tive slope; i.e., f(n)=percentage of students reportiné has its largest
value at The category 0-1.9 and always decreases thereafter, with the
largest drop-off occuring between the categories 0-1. 9 and 2-3.9 (these
segmental slopes are shown in figures 18-20). What thls means is that as
the number of extra hours on campus incregses, the percentage of stndents
drops off sharply at first, anﬁ then more gradually. Note further thet
the slopes are steeper for the extended day classes than for the day
classes; i.e., the drop-off of percentage of students reporting is quite
a bit steeper for the extended day classes then for the .day classes. What
this means is that as the reported number &6f extra hours. on.campus per
veek increases, the percentage of students declines, and this decline is

o

more rapid for students in extended day classegpthan for students in day

¢

lolt is of course entirely possible for a student. to spend more extra:
curricular hours on campus than he does class hours, but the assumption
here is that students in their first-or second week of college would
generally not do soa ¥
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classes. This difference also shows up in the means:
Day classes ' . M=2.293
Extended day classes M=1.012 K
A1]1 classes M=2.011

(Again, because of the fact that the distributions aré extremely

negatively skewed, these means must be interpreted with extreme care.il

~

a -

Because of the possibility that too much information might be lost by

the use of large interval sizes, a further breakdown was done for the

intervals 0-1.9 and 2-3.9:
Day classes: (N=289)

0 hours 158 .50% of 458
1/2 hpurs - 2 .LL%Z of 458

L hours . . =~ 24 .24%7 of L4s8
1-1/2 hours 3 .66% of 4s8
2 hours 54 .T9% of Ls8

. 2-1/2 hours 2 - 4k of 4s8).

3 hours L6 .0L4% of U458
289 83.117 of 458

Extended day classes (N§=109)

0 hours
1/2 hours

1l hours
1-1/2 hows
2 - hours
- 2-1/2 houtrs
3 hours

R
O\ 0 =\

o

0.00% ‘of
(. 5.47% of
85 15% of

=
(@]
\olt Nae

All classes (N=398’

H

0 hours 233 3
1/2 hours 3
1 houts 33

( T76% of 586

(

(
1-1/2 hours : L ‘ E

(o

(

9. )
0.51% of 586)
5.63% of 586):
‘0.68% of 586)°
11.95% of 586)—-
.34% of 586)
9.04% of 586)

2 hours T0
2-1/2 hours 2
3 tours 53

‘\\\( ‘ | "398 . "B7.91% of 586 -

P -
- ' M A

1lStandard deviations for reported number of extra hours on campus
as follows:
- Day classes L
» Extended day classes
- All classes J
. 7”&




, . . a b3,
These figures as percentages are presented in gr;ph‘form in figwres .
2}-23. The information geined by this further breakdown is thét it a11
three cﬁses (day classes, extended day classes, and all cldsses), the
largest category is 0 hours, followed by 2 hours.1? Note also that
whereas the distributivbns for tLe largef-intervals (Figures 18-20) show .
"a constantly decreasing 'slope, the graphs of the smaller igtérvgls show
& positive slope between the interval categories of 1 houfband‘e héurs.
This is true for day, extended day, and all classes., This means that if

& student does spend extra time on campus, it is more likely that he or

she will spend 2 hours rather than 1 hour.

;

. g “' . :
We shall now'look at three factors in relation to extre hours on

O

.campus to see which, if any, of the three factors affect the mumber of
ex?ra hou:s.spent on campus. These three factors and (1)?reported House

membership, (2) reported number of hours per week ‘worked, and (3) reported

.

g !

number of hours spent in classes\iii labs per week. -

-

(1) Reported House membership. Figures 24-26 are charts of extra

Y

hours spent on-.campus, broken ‘down by.studentg' reported House membership.

Eiirres 27-38 show these percentages in graph.form for the dgz'classes.l3'

Note that in general with éery few eiceptions, the distributions have v

negatiYe slope; i.e., &s thé number of extra hours Sh camphs Ancreases,

-

4
A Y

127ne low frequencies of 1/2, 1-1/2, and 2~1/2 hours are apparently due
to a linguistic norm which prescribes that hours reported should be
~whole hours.
]

13Because of .the very. low numbers of students reporting Schweitzer or
Thorpe House membership, graphs for these Houses are not shown (although
the data are presented in fhe tables in Figures 24-26).. This is because
the interpretaebility of percentages becomes questionable with y!ry low
numbers, =~ . ' s
¥
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the number of students decreases. Note further that’all distributions -

are moda:l. in the O-l 9 hours category; i.e., the single largest category

for all Houses is the 0-1.9 category. e )

.

. Again for the day classes, Bernstein House shows the lowest percentage

'
S

. of students -in the 0-1.9 hours categofy and therefore the highest percent—

- ’

age Of Students who spent more than 1.9 extra hours on campus per week

\\\-—////*‘rstee Flgures i? and 28) while Carnegie House 1% shows the highest percent-~

>

age of students reporting that they spend O—l 9 hours- on campus per wgek
(see Figures 35 and 36). Note further that with respec¢t to the first two

segmental slopes in each distribution (i. e.,utho§e slopes which express

the rate of change betweenrthe categories 0-1.9 hours 2 3.9 hours 8ndf

between 2.39 hours - 4.59 hours) that Bernstein House shows the smallest
3 . . . \ °

two initial slopes taken ﬁogether,'while Carnegie and Edison shoﬁ the

largest two initial slopes, taken together./ What this means is that the

rate of dro -off is- "gentler" for Bernstein.ﬁouse and steeéggt for-Garnegie

»

and Edison House. That is, those students reporting Bernstein House

4

membership have the highest percentage of students who stay on cam; for
[ -

any amount of time and also have the lowest rate of drop-off as the number '

of extra hours spent on campus increases.o This difference between® .

LN -

‘Bernstein House and the dther Houses can perhaps be better intuitively i

-

grasped by a comparison between the frequendy polygons ‘for the ind1v1dual
. &

Houses and the frequency polygon for all Houses combined (Figure 18)

o v

s Note the "flatness" of the‘Bernstein House distribution in comparison to

v . .

\the genenél distribution.
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-

»
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lhThorpe and Schwei%zer are not inqluded in this and the following
discussion because of the'loﬁ'numbers (see footnote 13).

A
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.Of further interest fs that those students'who reported that they
did pot krow their Hbuse membership do not differ in general from those
who Were ab ¥ to report their House membership. If one examines both, the

percentage graph (Figure 37) and the frequency polygon (Figure 38) for thoge.

. students unable to name their House, one will see that both the percentages

" and the shape of the polygon are not very different from some of the

percentages and for some of the Houses. MNote in particular the close
. .- s ° ‘ BN AN
resemblance of the "House unknown' distribution to the Edison and Carnegie .

distributions. *Note further that in the "House unknown" distribution,
. ?

_ the initial two segmental slopes ciosely resemble the initial two segmental

slopes in the Edison distribution. Note finally that the "House unknown"
frequency polygon looks very much like the freqnency polygon for all
Houses combined (Figure 18). The general conclusionlfs that ap'least,at
this peint in time, those 'students who/were unable to name the House to

vhich they are assigned do not diffen Gith respect to the, number of extra

-~ : h

hours they spend on campus from those students who, taken as .a whole,

" were able to\naﬁe_their Houses.l? But among those students that were able

’

to name their Houses, there were some differences as described above.
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15This conclusion is for day classes only. Extended day classes will
be discussed -shortly. - i -
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© Hi Again for‘_gx.classes only, arithmetic means of extra number of houts
s on ca&gns for each House' are presented below:16 v
N . Ny 2
N ) Bernstein: ’ M—3 988 -
¥ .+ Einstein: .. . M=3.0098
TR . Muir-Twain . '\¢ M=2.793. -
", 7 YCarnegie: -3 M=2.036 ' '
© .07 Edison: -+ M=2.021 . e
- “ . 7 .. -Thorpe:=. M=2.091  (N=13) . N
. ‘ . Schweiteer: M=2.389 (N=29) -~ .7
. . ¥+ House iunknown: M=2.643 ‘ ' '

™ . D) .

"Note thetzBernstein has the highest mean, with Einstein the second highest.

Yo Yo

. Note further that the "House unknown" categoryhas a mean which lies

between the highest and lowestidpeansy i.e., in this respect, those &tudents

Who were unable to name their House did not differ from those who did.
Pl - l’ .

. 3

a - s

“

16Extreme caution should ‘be used in ‘interpreti these means. ‘While
differences in means can be used to discriminat one category from another,
the value of the means themselves, should in this case probably not be 2
intérpreted as "the average number of hours spent -on campus by the average
student” or "the number of hours most students spend on campus." The
.reader is urged to note ‘that the underlying distributions are not normal
; distributions; rather they are sharply negatively skeweéd. Furthermore,
' ' the dispersjons in most cases are rather large, and since one of the
mathematical properties of the mean is that it is greatly affected by Jjust
a féw extreme values, in this case where we have these extreme values, .
the mean may not be a very good measure of central tendency . '

-

These kinds of distributions present an interbsting dilemma to the
statisticiaqw while the mean of course always hexvtﬁe lowest squared
differences, in cases like these, one is tempted to use the mode instead
as the best representative measure of CGentral tendency’ (although again
one runs into the problem of the wide dispersions in these particular
stributions.) Note in this case that if the modes were used.as the
"Best" measures of central tendency, these figures-for all Houses would
beﬁQe whereas the means 11sted above range between 2 and almpst 4. . -
\
' The méans listed above, like all other means in this Report were computed
" from r & ungrouped ‘data. .
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'Turning now to the da‘ta for the extended day c];asses Fi gure 25

.

presents extra hours on campus, broken down by House, for extended ay

* " classes,”® in a table. Figures 39-148 display these data in graph form \
o .
-Note that graphs for Bernstein Thorpe, and S‘chweitzer House a.re omitted ».

£
Py

because of the extremely low number of students in the emende'd day classes ,

b3 2]
reporting membership in these 3 Houses. Furtherniore note thet th.e

numbers of students reporting membersh:.p in the remainder o;t‘ the Houses

are quit\e small therefore tl?ese percentages and, the corresponding fre-

* ]

quency pOlygons a.re presented for, the read!r S‘information only a.nd should
\i
" be 1nterpreted witir extreme caution. Furthermore,\because of the low L

numbers” ipvolved it .probably would not make - -sepse to make Hous"é-by-House/ o

comparisons as was done with the data for the day classes. A few general

e

trends may be pointed out however. Note that Just as for the day classes,

the mode for all Houses is the category 0-1. 9 hours. Note ‘furthermore

that in genéral, the slopes in the freqpency polygo\ns are negative as
was also the case for the day.classes. With r,e;pect to the category

"House unknown," note. that the shape of its frequency polygon (Figure 48)

is"very similer to the shape of the ‘frequency polygon Por all Houses
te.ken together (Figure 19), which may‘indicate that those stiddents in .

extended day classes who were unable td name .tHeir Housel7 did -ﬁ‘ot differ
. 2 . [ .

with-respect to the number of hours spent on campus-from those who could .
, . < .

neme their House. This, of -course, was found to be tg'ue of students in

day classes also. C - .- P . I .‘

« v

~ : . t \
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17Remember that for the exten’ded day clesses only, "House unknown:~ -
. category may possibly include students who are ndr” essigned to a House.
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